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f Jeane Kirkpatrick

Beyond
Profit

In Angola

It has become a familiar scene. The

behind an amendment that would effec-
tively bar aid to Angola, an amendment
that could come up for a House vote as
early as Tuesday.

The
endme provlda that no forca
ﬁghtmg in Angola could receive any
~covert assistance unless Con first
passes a jomnt resolution ly speci-
fying i detal all assistance and all
recipients.” The stated purpose of this
amendment is fo provide for public
discussion and debate of aid to Jonag
Savimbt’s anti-Marxist UNITA forces.

The effective
would be to prevent any U.S. assist-
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ance to_Angolans fighting for their
country’s self-government and sover-
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congressional
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This latest chapter in the struggle
over U.S. policy in southern Africa is,
of course, part of a much larger issue
with a much longer history. The strug-
gle in southern Africa is as complex as
it is important—to the people of the
region and to us.

At stake in Angola is the national
mdepmdawed.dieAngolanpeople
that country’s incorporation into the
Soviet bloc. The outcome of that strug-
gie will have serious consequences for
the future of Namibia and the whole of
where a struggle for democracy is also
under way.
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TA argue first that we should not seek
to overthrow an existing government
(the MPLA), and second that to aid
UNITA is to associate ourselves with
the South Africa government—which
provides military assistance to UNITA.

These arguments will not wash. The
government of Angola is a de facto
government imposed by the force of
more than 40,000 Soviet military per-
sonnel and approximately $2 billion in
Soviet military assistance. It was not
chosen by the Angolan people, and it is
unable to govern more than two-thirds
of the country because the Angolan
people do not support it. In this context
it is disingenuous to speak in opposition
to “outside interference” in Angola.

The argument that by aiding UNITA
the United States would associate itself
with South Africa’s government is tan-
tamount to claiming that to aid the
Allies in World War II was to help
Joseph Stalin.

It is true that the struggle in South
Africa is related to that in Angola.
Savimbi represents the armed forces
supporting self-government by Ango-
tans. Zulu Chief Gatsha Buthelezi and
his allies represent unarmed forces
supporting self-government and democ-
racy in South Africa.

The United States should firmly ally
itself with the supporters of self-gov-
emment in both countries. Just as we
should not support the racist govern-
ment of South Africa, neither should we
permit ourselves to be gulled into be-
lieving the struggle for self-determina-

consolidate power. Yet that is what
Angola’s MPLA government and its
friends would have us believe,

people of the Third World are not

_capable of effectively governing them-
Unfortunately some of the latter

are found inside the U.S. Department
of State, where various efforts are
under way to assist the Marxist gov-
ernments of Angola and Mozambique

leaders, probably including Oliver
Tambo, leader of the African National
Congress.

If these corporate interests, State
Department bureaucrats and congres-
sional activists succeed in blocking aid
to UNITA, the Reagan Doctrine
would be undone in southern Africa.

The political and strategic stakes
are very high in this rich region,
where our principles and our interests
are engaged. They are threatened by
Hamilton’s sleeper amendment.
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